The Caſe of William Love, Fun Buckworth, T homas Breton, Thomas Pearl, Edward Pearce, 


Nathamel Letton, Merchants, and others, Appealants from a Decree made in the High and Ho- 
nourable Court of Chancery, Humbly Offered to conſideration of the Right Honourable the Lords 
Spiritual and Temporal in Parliament Aſſembled. 


He Appealants, with Sir George Oxinden, Chriſtopher Oxinden, and William Nele, in the year 1656. Advanced a Joynt-ſtock of 13300 /. 

and ſent it in the Ship King Ferdinando, to China, and EA,. India, upon the Adventurers accompt, — ta their reſpective propertions and [Intereſts 

therein: And Chriffopher Oxinden was ſent Sara C ge, other his InitruRions, had Expreſs direction to buy ſeveral ſpecific goods at China, 
p for ſale at Surat, and mentioned and ſet down in a writing or Schedule for that purpoſe delivered unto him, to the value of 7oco l. 

goods ſo to be by him bought at China, he had Order, with the Aſſiſtance of Sir George Oxinden and Wiliiam Nokg,to ſell at Surat in India, if he could ſell to good 


The remaining part of 1330 
And to bring them home inthe ſaid Sh 


compts, the Adventurers had hired, 
1. Chriflophcr Oxinden (bei 


in the whole, of which, thoſe pretended tobe provided, fell 


ws gh proceeding was a breach of his And beyond his power to run his Imployers in Debt, which he not 
tion to his fraudulent proceedings, took the Ludesd goods at far higher rates than really ey were worth; And tomake 
2 — the ſaid * after his buying the ſaid goods, and before the Ships return to England, re · ſold 

n Them, 


Reſerrees, 
1. Firſt called for the Books of but none would be produced, but ſuch as were ſigned by one Francs T averner, who (after his coming into England, and 
delivery ofthe ſaid Books into ſome of 


Adventurers hands) got them into his hands again, and added (with other Ink) to his own name, formerly ſubicribed L by 
Order of Chri Oxinden.] 


_ it to them by the Affidavit of Mr. RicherdToxng a Merchant, that the ſaid Books were made up at Sea, in the voyage homewards, by Sir George 
Oxinden and the ſaid Teverner, partly by looſe papers they found, and partly out of the Conceptions of their own heads, without Wullmer's privity, though with themin 


the ſhip all the while. | 
. It was clear by the Depoſitions taken in the Cauſe, that though Wilmer (according to the A ts autos the Books of Accompt during the firſt 
ET 2 Sir George deny ed to let kim — farther InſpeQtion into the ſame, or to ct any 4 . . 
Whereu 2 whether the ſaid ought to be made uſe of, or admitted as evidence. ; 
The Appeatants Referrees certified to the Court, that they ought not; but the Defendant's Referrces prevailed with Sir S.amael Mice (who was nominated by the 


Court)to joyn with them, and they Certified as followeth. 


1. la reſpect of Mr. Texxg's Affidavit, ( which they annexed to their Report, and was, thereupon afterwards read in Court) they referred it tothe Determination 
of the Court, whether the ſaid Books ſhould be allowed as evidence, which ifthe Court ſhould think fit to do, then. | 

2. They certified, that by thoſe Books made up and ballanced, it appeared that the Adventurer;, and Joint-Stock, were Debtors to Sir George Oxinden, and Wil- 
liam — Tom 36321. _ 6d. without conſidering the particular. of the Account ; whereas there were Errors and ſur-charges in the Accompt, amounting 
ro more . 

3. They certified, that Sir George and Will;aw Dem inded for lutereſt of that ſumme 687 l. 6 s. 3 d. In all 4320 1.55. 11 d. 

4. They ifed,that there was but 4696 l. 45. 5 d. remaining in Caſh'of the Joint-Stock ; the divident the Adventurers had then-to-fore had of 50 l. per Cent. 

their pri |; Andthat out of that, — noone in the Joint-Stock, ought to have 300 l. for his ſhare. 
Theſe Cauſes Earl ofC 


coming to be again heard 3d. Novem. 1663 — 1 the Certificates aforeſaid,Decreed, That Teang' Afﬀidavit ſhould 
hereu 


be ſet aſide, And that the Appealants ihould pay 4320 /.y . 11 d.to the ſaid Sir George and W & 5001. more, to the ſaid Sir George for his Di as aforeſaid ; And 
| Oxides to pay the — 96. 3 1. which Decree Sir Grarge nnd Jane M, — of Milian, cotinrolled, « the Appealants 

could have no RT till firſt they had conformed thereunto ; which having done, and the money paid, they ted their Bill of Review, Againſt Sir 
ir James Oxinden ( Executors of Sir George Oxinden) and againit Themes Arkin: the Executor of Jane Nokg; to Review and Reverſe the aforeſaid Decree, 

in the body thereof. 

ought to have been Reverſed, particularly, That there were not proper parties to the Decree, for that if ſuch Debt had been due to Sir George 


and NI, yet i Contrated contrary to Expreſs Inſtrutions of the Ad he the 
Cena hae; nga ng eee wn reno oe poppy 


being contracted by any derived 4 ither was the ſaid Chri/Fopber authorized to run deyond the ſoint-ſtock 
he was intruſted with was it Probable he had n as much as the and Joint- the a 
:: CA ne mu eee Cups e — yore oor ERrany 


Sir Orlando Bridgman,late LordKeeper of the Great Seal of England,; 1 Ofob.23th,Car.2d.who declared, 
, andnot in Law. 


N could not reverſe a Decree upon a Bill of Review, where the Errou Aſſigned onely E 
3. That had his Lordſhip heard the ſaid Cauſe Originally —— have made the ſaid — EY * 
4. That the Appealants are onely Rehe veable by your Lordihips in Parliament Aﬀembled,The Supreme Court of Judicature, of this Kingdom. 


/ Whereupon the Appealants have Exhibited their Appeale to this Honourable Houſe, And moſt bumbly pray 


13 — — _ 
Secondly at Liberty to proceed upon their own Original Bill in Ch for an Accompt. 
» That they may be reſtored to the 43201. 51. NR id, together with Intereſt for the ſame. 
» To receive ſuch further Relief as to your Lordſhips ſhall ſeem to uity and Juſtice,and for that that Sir Henry and Sir Jane, Oxinden, 


— oC, may be Summoned to Appear and put in their Anſwer in Writing, And a Day appoi for the hearing this Cauſe at the Barr of this 


2. That the Court of 


— _ OTIICT — — 
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